MoOIR & HARDMAN
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
KENNETH E. HARDMAN 1828 L STREET, N.W., SUITE 901 DIRECT DIAL: (202) 223-3772
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036-5104
FAcCsIMILE: 202-833-2416
kenhardman@attglobal.net

December 7, 2000

NOTICE OF EX PARTE PRESENTATION

Ms. Magdie Roman Sdas, Secretary
Federd Communications Commisson
445 - 12th Street, SW., TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

Re Wirdess Consumers Alliance, Inc.

Petition for Declaratory Ruling
Docket No. WT 99-263

Dear Ms. Sdas:
Tranamitted dectronicaly herewith for filing is amemorandum describing the ex parte meetings on
December 6, 2000, between representatives of the Wirdess Consumers Alliance, Inc. and staff

members of Commissioner Ness and Commissoner Tristani.

Very truly yours,

g Kenneth E. Hardman
Kenneth E. Hardman

Enclosure
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EX PARTE MEMORANDUM

MEMORANDUM

To:  Ms Magalie Roman Sdlas, Secretary
Federa Communications Commission

From: Kenneth E. Hardman
Datee December 7, 2000

Re Petition of the Wirdess Consumers Alliance, Inc.
Docket No. WT 99-263

Carl B. Hilliard, Patrick Daniels and Kenneth E. Hardman, representing the Wirdess Consun-
ers Alliance, Inc., met on December 6, 2000, with Mark D. Schneider, Legal Assstant to Commis-
soner Susan Ness, and with Adam Krinsky, Legd Assstant to Commissioner Gloria Trigani,
concerning BellSouth’ s petition for review of the Commisson’s decison and CTIA' s petition for
reconsderation thereof. Following isasummary of the arguments advanced in the meeting on behdf of
WCA:

This proceeding is an adjudication of narrow and specific issues, in contrast to a broad, quas-
legidative rulemaking typicd of Commisson proceedings, the issues were extensively briefed and
argued by al sdes, the Commission rendered a carefully considered and meticulousy documented
decison; and CTIA’s petition for reconsderation merely rehashes matters previoudy briefed and
argued by the parties and rgected by the Commissonin itsdecison. Accordingly, CTIA’s petition is
unusudly appropriate for summary denid and the Commission should promptly do so.
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